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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )[X] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 August 2003 . 
2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) KI Claim(s) 1-60 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-60 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)E3 The drawing(s) filed on 04 November 1999 is/are: a)D accepted or b)IEI objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
11 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)Q None of: 

Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) (3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Papor No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The amendment filed on 20 August 2003 is noted and made of record. 

2. Claims 1 through 60 are presented for examination. 

Drawings 

3. The informal drawings filed in this application are acceptable for examination purposes. 
When the application is allowed, applicant will be required to submit new formal drawings. 

4. The Patent and Trademark Office no longer makes drawing changes. See 1017 O.G. 4. 
It is applicant's responsibility to ensure that the drawings are corrected. Corrections must be 
made in accordance with the instructions below. 

INFORMATION ON HOW TO EFFECT DRAWING CHANGES 



Replacement Drawing Sheets 

Drawing changes must be made by presenting replacement figures which incorporate the desired 
changes and which comply with 37 CFR 1.84. An explanation of the changes made must be 
presented either in the drawing amendments, or remarks, section of the amendment. Any 
replacement drawing sheet must be identified in the top margin as "Replacement Sheet" and 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even though only 
one figure may be amended. The figure or figure number of the amended drawing(s) must not be 
labeled as "amended." If the changes to the drawing figure(s) are not accepted by the examiner, 
applicant will be notified of any required corrective action in the next Office action. No further 
drawing submission will be required, unless applicant is notified. 

Identifying indicia, if provided, should include the title of the invention, inventor's name, and 
application number, or docket number (if any) if an application number has not been assigned to 
the application. If this information is provided, it must be placed on the front of each sheet and 
centered within the top margin. 

Annotated Drawing Sheets 

A marked-up copy of any amended drawing figure, including annotations indicating the changes 
made, may be submitted or required by the examiner. The annotated drawing sheets must be 
clearly labeled as "Annotated Marked-up Drawings" and accompany the replacement sheets. 
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Timing of Corrections 

Applicant is required to submit acceptable corrected drawings within the time period set in the 
Office action. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). Failure to take corrective action within the set period will 
result in ABANDONMENT of the application. 

If corrected drawings are required in a Notice of Allowability (PTOL-37), the new drawings 
MUST be filed within the THREE MONTH shortened statutory period set for reply in the 
"Notice of Allowability." Extensions of time may NOT be obtained under the provisions of 37 
CFR 1 .136 for filing the corrected drawings after the mailing of a Notice of Allowability. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 20 August 2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

6. As per the Applicant's argument that Liu does not mention routing, let alone support any 
reason to implement routing, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. The first line of the Abstract 
of Liu states: 

The present invention provides a method and an apparatus for managing a virtual private network operating 
over a public data network. 

Liu further reiterates this statement in column 3, lines 1 through 8 of the Specification. The 
Examiner believes this to imply the need for routing. Furthermore, Liu suggests securely passing 
data from VPN gateway to VPN gateway in column 5, lines 14 to 28. One of ordinary skill in 
the art would recognize that in order to transmit data over any network there needs to be some 
level of routing performed in order to resolve a path for the data to travel. Further motivation for 
the combination of Liu and Armitage can be found in Automatic VLAN creation based on on- 
line measurement , by Sean Rooney et al., hereinafter Rooney. On page 53, Rooney states 

In ATM LAN Emulation [11] two hosts connected to the same switch may be on different Emulated LANs 
and therefore on different subnets. All communication between the hosts must therefore be routed. MPOA 
[12] allows virtual circuits to be created directly between hosts in different ELANs. It makes use of the 
Next Hop Resolution Protocol (NHRP) [13] to obtain information, in particular the ATM address, about 
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entities still within the same physical ATM network but outside its subnet. NHRP may be thought of as a 
'better ARP.' 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that Liu, at the very minimum, 
implicitly requires some type of routing, specifically from VPN gateway to VPN gateway via the 
public data network. 

7. In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA1971). 

8. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

9. See further rejections that follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

10. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

11. Claims 1 through 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, because the claim 
language covers every conceivable means of achieving the stated purpose. A single means claim 
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which covers every conceivable means for achieving the stated purpose was held nonenabling 
for the scope of the claim because the specification disclosed at most only those means known to 
the inventor. See/« re Hyatt, 708 F.2d 712, 714-715, 218 USPQ 195, 197 (Fed. Cir. 1983). See 
also MPEP§ 2164.08(a) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

12. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

13. The rejections from the previous Office Action, Paper No. 10, mailed on 20 February 
2003 are hereby incorporated by reference. 

Double Patenting 

14. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970); and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

15. A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321 (c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 
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16. Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 

CFR 3.73(b). 

17. Claims 1 through 60 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1 through 26 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,205,488, hereinafter Casey, in view of claims 1 through 50 of U.S. Patent No. 6,6147,791, 
hereinafter Luciani. The combination of Luciani with Casey is proper as will be shown below. 
Casey discusses the need for communication between various customer sites that are 
geographically dispersed. There are several problems in providing this service, such as address 
conflicts, security problems, scalability issues, and performance problems. Luciani provides a 
method of addressing the address conflicts, scalability issues, and performance problems by 
providing for a VPN identifier transmitted in each packet. With providing for this packet, it 
alleviates the issues of address conflicts, scalability, and performance issues. 

Conclusion 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

19. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christian La Forgia whose telephone number is (703) 305-7704. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Thursday 7-5. 

21 . If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (703) 305-9648. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

22. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

Christian La Forgia 
Patent Examiner 
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